points out that the respondent could be operating a belt dur-
ing two or more production shifts with no fire sensor at the
end loading point, and that the standard was never intended
to be interpreted in such a way as to permit such a hazard to
exist.

The respondent asserts that allowing 24 hours to install
intervening sensors on a belt flight while at the same time
insisting that a sensor be immediately installed at the end
when the flight is installed is illogical because its belt
sensors operate in sequence or in tandem much like a "string
of Christman lights," and that in the event one sensor mal-
functions, the entire sensor system will not work.  In sup-
port of this claim, the respondent relies on the testimony of

its Chief Electrician Ray\Taylor.

i

Mr. Taylor's testimony does not support the respondent's
suggestion that one malfunctioning sensor along a belt flight
will render the entire sensor system useless or cause it to
shut down.  Mr. Taylor testified that if one sensoring device
should fail at one location along a belt flight it will trig-
ger an alarm or signal to indicate that there is a malfunc-
tion or fault in the system which needs attention.  He specif-
ically stated that one malfunctioning sensor will not shut
down the entire sensoring apparatus, but will simply give an
alert that repairs are required (Tr. 103-104).  The only mal-
function which will shut the entire system down is one caused
by the cutting of the sensoring cable itself (Tr. 104).

Paragraph (1) states that where used, sensors must be
located at the beginning and end of a belt flight.  This lan-
guage is clear and unequivocal.  In my view, once a belt
flight is installed sensors must be located at the beginning
and end of the belt flight regardless of the length of the
flight.  If the flight is 100 feet long, two sensors are
required; one at the beginning and one at the end.  If the
flight is 150 feet long, three sensors are required; one at
the beginning, one at the end, and one at an intervening loca-
tion not in excess of 125 feet from the first one.  TVs addi-
tional belt flights are added, the requirements for additional
sensors must be determined by using the last installed sensor
at the new tailpiece location as a new starting reference
point.

With regard to the exception found in paragraph (3), I
agree with the petitioner's interpretation that it applies
only to the location of sensors which must be located at
intervening locations along a belt flight not in excess of
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he 24 hour exception applies to production hours, petitioner
